sepember 1, 2017

The Honorable Scot Pruip
Admumstrator

Dnvironmental Protection Ageney
1200 Pennsylvama Ave, NW
Washington, DO 20004

Prear Administrator Prusit

Pwrite regarding the Arvkema chemucal facility, which was inundated with more than 40
wnches of ratn due to Efumaww Harvey and has suffered two explosions stemminy from 18
storage of orgamce peroxides which bec mar: unstable and explode when they are not kept
sufficiently cont. According 1o reports’, the facility lost its pnmar}» prwer supply hecause of the
hurricane, bat its emergency Lummimm which  pre esumably were installed in order to mitigate
against primary power ouages, reporiedly also failed, as did a secondary emergency cooling
sysler,

Lam concarned that the loss of offsite and emergency power combimed with the
evacuation of the bty has also reduced the faciliny’s ability to pmimt Againgt & Worst-0ase
release of 1oxie sulfur mmad@ gas, which the facihity also comtains. In additton, T am concerned
that the Presidents FY 2018 budget request proposed to out the B §-’A program responsible for
mspecting chemical facibintes 1 ensure they are sate by almost 35 percent. Finallv, Famoalso
concerned that vou recently deaded to delay the implementation of a rule o improve the satety
and emergency preparedness of chemical facilites by two vears”

Under Section 120 of the Clean Aw Act, chenncal facilities that store above-threshoeld
gquantities of vertain dangerous chemicals are required 1o implement a Risk Management Plan to
prepare for a worst-case release of these chemicals due 1o an sccident or a terrorist attack. In
addition to the chemicnis responsible for the explosions at the Arkema ms:ssm the faciiity also
contains enough tioae sulbur dioxide gas 10 impact those hiving withio 23 mudes of the fsodiv it
all of it was released”.

A review of Arkema’s Plan submitted to EPA states that " The multiple lavers of
preventive and mitigation measures in use at the Crosby factlity make 11 very unlikely that either
worst-case scenano will coeour™, Hnwe\*er, an examination of the listed measures make clear that
it s unlikely that any of them remain in place, sinee they all appear to rely on the use of remots
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moniors, shut-off valves and communivations systems that require elecincity {that the facility
does not currently have) and/or 24-hour onsite emergency responders (who have all been
evacuatedy The fatture of hoth of Atkema’s emergeney backup povwer supply measures and
subsequent evacuation of en-site personned clearly raise questions related to the sufficiency of
Arkema’s Plan and i3 timplementation,

EPA is responsible for oversecing and inspecting the 12,500 tacilities with Risk
Management Plans ard emiplovs about 30 imspectors, which s the BPA tfo conducting about
300-350 inspections each vear. Yet the President’s FY 2018 budget request’ proposes 1o cut the
budget for this program by abmost 38 percent, from $15. 289 million in FY 2017 1o just over $10
million, This seems shortsighied at best

in light of the seriousness of the evenis a1 the Arkema facility, 1 ask for your prompt
response (o the following questions:

1. Inowhat vear was the Arkema facility in Croshy, TX last inspected under the Ra 3\
Management Plan program? Please provide documentation of any adverse findin
aszociated with that inspection.

2o In what vear was overy other Arkema facthity in the ULS. that is subject to the Risk
Management Plan program last inspected? Please provide documentation of any adverse
findings associated with all such ingpeotions.

Lbd

Please deseribe any requiremonts EPA inspectors evaluate that are related to the
placement or maintenance of back-up power supphies such as emergency dicsel
generators. For examphe, must these systoms be stored in floodnprigmi‘a::s\?zi;aﬁnzfr:s oF
mstatled at elevations that can withstand a 1.000-vear Hood such as the one caused by
Hurncane Harvev? How many davs” worth of diesel fuel 15 required (o be stored onsite,
and do these fuel supplies also have o be flood-prooted or elevated” I no such measures
are required 10 be implemented or evabuated by EPA inspeetors, why not?

4. Does BEPA plan to requare Risk Management Plan {acility owners 1o update their Plans
{and implomentation therenf) to aceount for the increase in fregquency and intensity of
gxtreme weather events such as hurncanes, floods and wildfires that may be siributable
te chimate change? H not why not?

e

I fight of this incidens, do vou continuge to support the President’s FY 2018 proposad 35
percent redustion i funds B the Risk Management Plan program? B so, why? H oo,
why not?

& In light of this ineident, do vou continue 10 support the two-vear delay in the
implementation date of the update of the Risk Management Rule vou recently
promulgated, and if so, why?

o N - w
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Thank you very much for your attention to this important matter, Please provide your
response no later than September 29, 2017. If you or members of your staff have further

questions, please feel free to ask them to contact Ms. Michal Freedhoff at the Committee on
Environment and Public Works at (202) 224-8832.

With best personal regards, I am,
Sincerely yours,

g

t__i

Tom C arper
Ranking Member
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